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Walk, Roger A. 

From: Desel, Paula 

Sent: Tuesday, December 11,2001 12:17 PM 

To: Walk, Roger A.; Solana, Rick P. 

Subject: FW: Vector Web Site and Press Call re Omni Science 

FYI. I've also forwarded to Dave and Urs. 

-■—Original Message- 

From: Suter, Eric 

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2001 11:32 AM 

To: Counts, Mary Ellen; Desel, Paula 

Cc: Whidden, Roger; Lewis, Jane Y.; Osborne, Kevin (PMMC Legal) 

Subject: Vector Web Site and Press Call re Omni Science 

Privileged & Confidential 

Vector has added smoke chemistry data on its KS FF to its website (e.g., 
www.omnicias.com/chartFTC.aspl with numbers derived from testing at FTC, Mass, and 
Canadian conditions. Vector does not indicate with which cigarette it is comparing the Omni 
numbers, The website numbers for the FTC method show reductions in 45 constituents across 
every class of compounds (PaHs, Carbonyls, gases, Trace Metals, TSNAs, Semi-volatiles, 
Phenols, and Volatiles). Of the 53 constituents identified, only five (formaldehyde, CO, NO, NAT 
and NAB) are shown as having increases. 

In a press call this morning, Vector stated that both Arista and LabStat were involved in its testing 
regime (although the website indicates that claimed reductions in the PaH class other than BaP 
are based solely on results acheived in Vector labs -- Vector claims a propriety method for 
separating out the various PaHs which it says it will ultimately license to an outside lab). Based 
on the data, Vector today claimed that "everything is reduced" in Omni relative to other premium 
brands. 

Vector also stated that its product was more advanced than Advance and criticized Advance on 
the ground that Advance PaHs were increased over competitive brands. When queried about 
diseases other than cancer, Vector indicated it had developed and was fine-tuning a process to 
remove CO from smoke. Vector also suggested that its future reduced nicotine products would 
help address heart disease as well. Vector did not mention NO in the context of the heart 
disease discussion. 

-Original Message- 

From: Counts, Mary Ellen 

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2001 10:10 AM 

To: Desel, Paula; Lobosco, Enza 

Cc: Suter, Eric; Lewis, Jane Y.; Osborne, Kevin (PMMC Legal) 

Subject: RE: Data for Legal group 12-10-01.ppt 

« File: Tar Data for Legal group 12-10-01.ppt» 

I puiied out the contract lab data for "tar." This can be added to the current .ppt if needed. 

-Original Message— 

From: Desel, Paula 

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2001 8:32 AM 

To: Counts, Mary Ellen; Lewis, Jane Y. 

Cc: Suter, Eric; Osborne, Kevin (PMMC Legal) 

Subject: RE: Data for Legal group 12-10-01 .ppt 

1 don't have any comments, but one question - on a per cigarette basis, what is the 
comparison between tar levels for Omni v. Marlboro? 


PM3001241870 

Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/xmdk0001 






I let Enza know that I had the document and will bring it to the meeting. 

-Original Message- 

From: Counts, Mary Ellen 

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2001 11:41 PM 

To: Lewis, lane Y.; Desel, Paula 

Cc: Suter, Eric; Osborne, Kevin (PMMC Legal) 

Subject: Data for Legal group 12-10-01.ppt 

« File: Data for Legal group 12-10-01 .ppt» 

Per our discussion, data for per-cigarette and per-tar. 
mec 

Paula: Enza was going to get a copy to Urs after Jane and you look it over. 


PM3001241871 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/xmdk0001 




